
American River Pump Station Project C2-31 Response to Comments 
Final EIS/EIR  June 10, 2002 

L-19 

A 

B 

C 

D 

E 

A. Project support noted. 

B. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 

C. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.7, Tamaroo Bar. 

D. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.6, Public River Access Features. 

E. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 

A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A. The Draft EIS/EIR acknowledges that rapid growth has occurred in
Placer County since the mid-1980s, and that growth demands have
pushed the limits of PCWA’s existing water supply delivery means from
both the Drum-Spaulding Project and the MFP seasonal pump station
(page 1-6). Future growth and development have been approved through
local planning processes (i.e., different City and County General Plans).  

PCWA’s need for a larger pump station and the added capacity
associated with it does not increase the quantity of PCWA’s existing
water entitlement. The proposed larger pump station facility would only
enable PCWA to withdraw the quantity of water to which it is rightly
entitled under the law, in accordance with its FERC license and two
Water Rights Permits granted by the State Water Resources Control
Board.   

It is the responsibility of planning agencies to foresee future needs and
try to develop land use development alternatives that will meet impending
demands while being environmentally sound and beneficial to the overall
needs of the community. PCWA does not possess land use regulating
authority; however, it is PCWA’s mandate to meet water demand within
its service area. Provisions in existing state and county planning efforts
running through 2030 have anticipated what future water supply
demands will be under mid-range growth and build-out projections, and
have established alternative water supply sources within the Central
Valley as well as other combinations of efforts including reduction over
time in the amount of MFP water supplied to Sacramento Suburban
Water District.   

 
Response A continued on the following pages. 
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Response A (cont.) 
PCWA's legal duties arise in part from the Placer County Water Agency Act, which is found in section 81-1, et seq., of the appendices to the California Water Code.  
Section 81-4 of that enabling legislation gives PCWA the power "to do any and every lawful act necessary in order that sufficient water may be available for any present 
or future beneficial use or uses of the lands or inhabitants within the agency, including, but not limited, to, irrigation, domestic, fire protection, municipal, commercial, 
industrial and all other beneficial uses and purposes."  (Emphasis added.)  Section 81-4.3 gives PCWA the authority to "appropriate and acquire water and...[to] 
utilize…water for any purpose useful to the agency."  Section 81-6 gives PCWA the authority to cooperate and contract with Reclamation with respect to the "construction 
of works" for "water supply" and other purposes. 
 
PCWA also is subject to the Urban Water Management Planning Act (Water Code, Section 10610 et seq.) as amended in 2001 in response to the Legislature's concern 
that California's water supply agencies might not be engaged in adequate long-term planning.  That Act requires PCWA, as an "urban water supplier," to maintain an 
"urban water management plan" that must identify existing water supply and demand, and must identify any new water sources required to satisfy demand as projected 
at least 20 years into the future.  The projected 20-year water supply must account for "average, single-dry, and multiple-dry water years." 
 
In predicting 20-year water demands, PCWA, like other urban water agencies, must rely on "data from the state, regional, or local service agency population 
projections[.]"  Thus, to the extent that Placer County and its incorporated cities (e.g., Roseville, Rocklin, Lincoln, Auburn, and Loomis) anticipate large population 
increases in their adopted general plans, PCWA is required to identify water sources necessary to serve such planned development, and is not in a position to refuse to 
comply with that legal obligation as a means of reducing the "growth-inducing" effects of obtaining new water supplies. 
 
The Draft EIS/EIR provides a summary of PCWA’s estimated future water supply needs (pages 1-5 to 1-7) as determined by the Placer County Water Agency Surface 
Water Supply Update for Western Placer County (PCWA 2001). The Surface Water Supply Update contains an evaluation of the build-out demands under the existing 
General Plans of the Cities and the County within its present service area, based on a mid-range estimate of probable growth rates (PCWA 2001). The existing General 
Plans permit development as indicated by the plans, without further evaluation. The Surface Water Supply Update indicates that the build-out demands that that are 
documented in those plans extend to 2030 and require an additional 70,000 AF of water to be supplied by PCWA.  
 
The water demand projections utilized in the Draft EIS/EIR have been prepared based upon data from several sources, including City and County General Plans, as 
described on pages 3-30 and 3-31. Table 3.4-2 in the Draft EIS/EIR shows incremental projected water demands up to the year 2020. The projections assume PCWA’s 
continued implementation and support for water use efficiency measures, as stated on page 1-6 of the Draft EIS/EIR.  
 
Surface water projections through 2030 indicate an increased water supply demand throughout the service area. This is consistent with PCWA’s Surface Water Supply 
Update report, which shows PCWA’s long-term need for the construction of new diversion, treatment, transmission and distribution infrastructure facilities, from both the 
American and Sacramento Rivers, of equal capacity to PCWA’s existing water supply entitlements in order to meet the future demands of Placer County. Ultimately, the 
size of these facilities may be smaller in their final phases as PCWA moves forward with planned conservation and water use efficiency measures and others move 
forward with planned reclamation projects. However, nothing except a building moratorium in Placer County will allay the need to construct the American River Pump 
Station now. 
 
It is unlikely that a precedent will be set allowing further construction of larger pump stations along the Middle Fork of the American River in the future, because this would 
require an increase in PCWA’s overall water entitlements from a river whose water is already in high demand and highly regulated. Any future request for an increase in 
water rights allocations or alterations to annual use patterns from existing sources would require extensive and long-term adjudication affecting a multitude of numerous 
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planning policies and regulatory actions.  This would include new water rights permits, which would be opposed by downstream users, Reclamation, the Water Forum 
and other environmental groups.   
 
Response B 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.5, Project Area River Restoration. 
 
Response C 
Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A 
A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 
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A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail and Master
Response 3.1.4, Auburn Dam Construction Bypass Tunnel. 
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A A. Please refer to Master Response 3.1.1, Auburn-to-Cool Trail. 




